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‘ , 1 love with\ipiquity, he riots in trembling merriment, , tiles was proclaiming this doctrine on earth. He 

—s- — : vaigelical. ——— with a ho of having escaped, what he justly de- | was considered a demoralizing preacher. Was accus- 

nace pee served. [tis not that forced and unnatural exstacy | ed of opposing the Law, which requires love to God 


SCRIPTURAL ILLUSTRATIONS.....No, VIL. 


“ Fear not : fer oe I whe 4 tidings 
shall be unto all people. 
of great joy, wire Pe Luke, ii. 10. 

Thus spake the celestial messenger, in proclaim- 
ing the birth, mediation and triumph of the Prince of 
Peace, the Saviour of the world. He declared the 
glorious advent of HIM, in whom ail the nations,fam- 
ilies and kindreds of the earth were to be blessed, in 
being turned,every one of them, from their iniquities. 
In one concise but most comprehensive discourse,this 
grand Herald from above, exhibited a correct sum- 
mary of the system of Divine Truth, as preached by 
the Almighty to the patriarchs and prophets, and by 
them declared unto the fathers and the people ; and 
which he hath in these last days spoken unto us 
by his Son,whom he hath appointed heir of all things 
The Son suffered, the just for the unjust, and tasted 
death for every man that he might bring us to God ; 
and when he had by himself, purged our sins, he as- 
vended to heaven, and was seated at the right hanc 
of the Majesty on high. 

If it were proper to speak in the language of our 
text, with reference to the coming and mission of the 
merciful Jesus, it cannot be Jess proper to preach in 
similar strains, when we contemplate him in his risen 
and glorified character. And further; if this celes- 
tial doctrine when first. proclaimed, was conducive to 
moral and religious improvement, need we doubt its 
tendency now, if neither misunderstood nor abused ? 
‘To the nature and moral tendency of the subject un- 
der consideration, your candid and prayerful atten- 
tiou is requested. 

1. The nature ofthe doctrine. 

The angelic annunciation, recognizes all people 
as sinners, standing in need of the merciful and gva- 
cious mediation of the holy Jesus.—Thus, “ Behold 
‘lieve is born unto you a Saviour, which is Christ the 
Lord.” The same sentiment is announced by anoth- 
er evangelist, in these words—‘ His name shall be 
called Jesus: for he shall save his people from their 
sins.” And that also harmonizes with the positive 
declaration of Jesus himself ;—‘I came not to call the 
righteous, but sinners to repentance.” “ I came not 
to condemn the world ; but to save the world.” And 
the beloved disciple adds: ‘* We have seen and do 
testify, that the Father sent the Son to be the Saviour 
of the world.” Salvation from sin, then, is the doc- 
triue of the text; and those who pretend to be 
preachers of righteousness, but force the passage to 
icach a different sentiment, are, to say the least, 
chargeable with ignorance or dishonesty, in contra- 
dicting the herald-angel—the blessed Jesus and his 
faithful witnesses. 

This doctrine is also declared to be Goop NEWS. 
And who can be so blind as not to discover that a de- 
‘nial of this, would argue a friendship for sin and ini- 
“ guity 2? Is it not good for sinners to be saved from sin, 
and become holy and happy ? Then the news of 
their salvation is good tidings. Consider for a mo- 
ment, my dear friends, what a loud shout of rejoicing 
is heard from every direction, when the conversion 
of one, only Mohomnetan or Hindostan is declar- 
ed ; and w mighty parade takes place, at the 
marvello ess of God, in saving one such vile 
sinner, 7 think ye then, the tidings would 
be less good, if all such obdurate hardened sinners, 
Were to enjoy God’s great salvation? The greater 
the salvation, the greater the manifestation of divine 
00d, or reason is set at defiance. Ifsin be the com- 
mon enemy of men, and the cause of their greatest 
Misery, would it not be as good for one sinner as for 
another, to be saved, and sanctified, and blessed in 
the Lord ? 

This heavenly doctrihe is as joyful and welcome. 
48 it is good. It is not that kind of joy, which a guilty 
rebel seems to experience, when, with a‘heart still in 














which the pharisee or hypocrite enjoys, when he 
boasts of having been saved from an endiess hell,but 
retains a corrupt heart which would stil indulge in 
degrading crimes, was he not fearful of being again 
exposed to similar torture. Neither is itthat trifling 
and sportive giadness, not unfrequently geen among 
the fashionable votaries to wealth, anrbition, pride 
and vanity, which endures but for a moment, and is 
at best, a mere counterfeit of real felicity. And very 
far indeed are the joyous inspirations of the doctrine 
of truth, from all clamorous and blustering preten- 
tions to happiness,while as yet no deep and realizing 
sense ofthe love, mercy and salvation of God, is 
feltand enjoyed in the understanding. 

The joy of which we speak is serious, rational and 
divine. ‘ Whom having not seen ye love; in whom 
though now ye see him not, yet believing, ve rejoice, 
with soy unspeakable and full of glory. Receiving 
the end of your faith, even the salvation of your 
souls.” The kingdoin of God is peace, and joy 
and righteousness in the holy Spirit.” And, “There 
is more joy in heaven, over one sinner that repen- 
teth, than over ninety and nine just persons, that need 
no repentance.” Such, my brethren, isthe joy and 
gladness, inspired by a true and living faita in evan- 
gelical universalism. In reference to this ilustration, 
examine yourselves, whether ye bein the faith. 

2. The moral tendency of this doctrine, also, de- 
inands your candid attention. 

To say nothing of the blasphemy of charging the 
celestial herald with having preached a doctrine, nat- 
urally tending to immorality, we may with great pro- 
priety, invite you to an examination of the principles 
ofthis system. It teaches that all people are sinners. 
Does such instructions lead to immorality? This 
doctrine holds forth sin and unholiness, es the real 
cause of guilt, condemnation, mental sufering and 
punishment. But does that truth make men wicked ? 
[t boldly maintains that such misery must be endur- 
ed, so long as the offspring of God remain unhum- 
bled, unsanctified and wicked. And who, from this 
view of the subject, would be induced to continue 
sinful, that he might continue to be miserable 2? Qur 
doctrine also teaches that the God of infinite benev- 
olence sent his Son into the world, to save sinners 
and make then holy, as an indispensable preparation 
to their being happy. Will such preaching defeat 
its own object, and increase unholiness ? Does a 
belief in our own salvation, through the mercy and 
grace of God, fill us with hatred towards Him, whose 
very natureis love ? If that be the case, then we 
ought to believe in universal, endless damnation, in 
order to prevent us from sinning. But if it be allow- 
ed that one’s believing in Jesus as his own Saviour, 
is conducive to his reformation and holiness of con- 
dnet ; but that a conviction of God’s equal goodness 
to others, would provoke his enmity and excite rebel- 
lion against his law, do we not represent such an one, 
as a monster, and not a christian ? Tt argues a dead- 
ly hatred, at least towards all those, on account of 
believing in whuse salvation, he becomes immoral 
and wicked, whereas he would have been otherwise, 
had their endless damnation been equally as evident. 
In what light must we view those ‘professors of the 
christian religion, who openly declare that restraint 
would atonce be removed, and an unrestricted grat. 
ification of sinful and corrupt propensities be greedily 
indulged on their part, weve they as fully convinced ¢ 
that God would be finally merciful to all other sin- 
ners, as they are, that he has had mercy on them- 
selves, and furgiven their iniquities for Jesus’ sake ? 
Such professions of piety are dishonorable to chris- 
tianity. “They indicate a degree of depravity of mor- 
al feeling, quite discreditable to human nature. But 
we have reason to rejoice that such wild speculations, 
proceed rather from a misapprehension of truth,than 
from hatred to its celestial principles. Similar errors 


and man, and of holding intercourse with publicans 
and sinners. It was said, The world is gone after 
him. But must we infer the licentious tendency of 
the doctrine of salvation, because it attracts the at- 
tention of sinners 2? A more irrational aud unfound- 
ed conclusion could not be drawn. 

Is it contended that there are some who profess ta 
believe in this angelic universalism, who are really 
immoral in their conduct, and therefore the doctrine 
must be licentious ? We reply: Are there none of 
other professions, even of the orthodox nobility who 
err to an equal extent ? Letsome champion for that 
system, mention asin among our profession, from 
which their’s is free, and we are silent. 

When did universalism lead to the wickedness, 
which has uniformly @isgraced the believers in de- 
creetive endless misery, where they had the power to 
gratify their wishes ? Does our doctrine give rise to 
inquisitions, burning heretics, hanging Quakers, and 
branding all unbelievers of our peculiar tenets, with 
infidelity ? But we forbear. Let us, my brethren, 
obey the golden maxim of Jesus, and do unto others 
as we would, they should dounto us. And be it re- 
membered, that christian universalists, will ever bear 
a decided testimony against profanity, dishonesty, 
intemperance, debauchery and all hypocrisy. All 
are impostors that practically deny these sacred 
truths. By their fruits ye shall know them. 





FOR THE CHRISTIAN INTELLIGENCER. 


THE CHRISTIAN OPITULATOR....No. VILL. 


Whatis the true signification of the word un. ? 


‘We now enter upon the examination of those 
passages in the New Testament, in which the word 
hell is found: And as this is predicated upon the 
Old, we may reasonably expect to find much the 
same sense attached to this word in the Jatter,as in 
the fermer Scriptures. In fact, it would appear 
altogether unaccountable to us, if we were to find a 
meaning to this word in the New ‘lestament, which 
we have shown is not eyen intimated inthe Old. For 
why should not the inhabitants of thé earth befure 
Christ be informed of such a place, as many suppose 
hell to designate, to which They must have been 
exposed, in common with all others?) Why should 
the fact, that there is such a place, be kept a secret 
until since the birth of the Saviour? If we were ae 
look for any new, important revelation, should we 
not expect, from the known character and Office of 
Christ, that it would be of a nature more glorious 
and benevolent? Would the “mediator of a new 
and better covenant” bring tidings of woe to 
mankind? Itis true, however, that certain passages 
in the New Testament, not having so literal” a 
sig@ification as is generally preserved in the Old, 
have viven to the superstitious and designing, some 
opportunity of dressing the subject as should hest 
suit their wishes. This seeming countenance comes 
from the more frequent and figurative use of the 
word gehenna, the valley of Hinnom or the place of 
perpetual sacrifice to Moloch. 

The first text is found in Matt. v. 22, * Whosoever 
shall say to his brother, raca, (the meaning of which 
is ** vain fellow,”’) shall be in danger of the cornell : 
but whosoever shall] say “thon fool,” shall bein danger 
of hell fire.” The first thing which we request 
every one to attend to, after reading the texts quoted, 
is to examine critically and decide in his own mind 
whether, any thing connected with the word « hell” 
is a plain description of it asa place in the eternal 
world, where the “finally impenitent” wil] suffer 
forever in flames of brimstone? Do you" find any 
thing in this text which proves the hell therein 
named, to mean such a place? All that is said is 
that they “shall be in danger of hell fire,” but it 





existed whenthe Universal Saviourof Jews and Gen- 


does not determine, where that fire is, or how lone it 
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isto burn. Now, it is natural to inquire, if a person | 
is in danger of being endlessly miserable, merely | 
for calling his brother a fool? Where, on this 
sipposition, is the established proportion between 
crimes aud punishinent® If to cali a brother a vain 
fellow, exposed a man only to the scrutiny of the 
legal council, what proportion is there in dooming 
hint to eternal tortures, after he shall have paid the) 
debt of nature, for calling his brother a fool? Is it 
so much worse then to call a brother a fool, than to 
call him a vain fcllow? We think we must look for 
a more reasonable conclusion than this. The original 
understanding was this: According to an established 
jaw of the land, he who offended by calling his 
brother a vain fellow, was in danger of being 
apprehenved by the city council: Bat whosoever 
should call his brother a fool was in danger of being 
considered a criminal, and of being sentenced to 
pass through the fire of gekhenna to Moloch, which 
punishment was generally executed upon criminals. 
Matr. v. 29, “If thy right eye offend thee, pluck 

it oul, and cast it from thee ; for it is profitable that 
one of thy members should perish, and not that thy 
whole. body shoule be cast into hell. And if thy 
right hand offend thee cut it off,’ &c. See also 
chap. xvili. 9 It must, we think, be obvious to 
every observer, that the language here employed is 
highly figurative; for no one we presume would 
contend that casting away a lileral eye or hand, 
would save a person from a Jiteral eternal hell. In 
order to be consistent therefore, we shall contend 
that neither the members nor the hell are literal, but 
that both are alike figurative. As the eye discovers 
objects, and the hand forthwith seizes upon thet ; 
so Our vain curiosity often prices inquisitively into 
affairs, often not our own, and our ambition grasps 
at objects, which instead of concerning our peace 
and happiness,generally beget to ourselves additional 
care and disquiet. It is profitable therefore, that we 
be content to act within our own sphere, even atthe 
sacrifice of thwarting our desires, rather than to aim 
at new and useless acquisitions, which instead of 
bringing satisfaction, create anxiety auc disgust. 
And it becomes us also, to look about us and see 
how many supernumerary acquisitions we have to 
engage cur attention, from the simple discharge of 
: Such as we discover, it 1s profitable for 

us to abandun, that we may be left to the enjoyment 
of more pure and substantial joys. Such an exegesis 
Is, Wwe are confident, far more consistent with this 
text, than to sappose it to be altogether literal, so 


Our duty, 


happiness or in misery. The obvious meaning is 
this: Fear not man so much, who, by committing 
your body to the flames of gehenna, can deprive it 
of existence; but rather fear him who is able, while 
mau destroys your body, to take away the existence 
of your soul also. ‘The text, so far from proving hell 
to be a place of eternal torment, might, more 
plausibly seem to prove it to be a state of dark 
annihilation. But this it does not prove, any more 
than it does the former unscriptural doctrine. 
Whatever the text prove beside, it can never prove 
annihilation. It can never prove that, rt the 
resurrection “all will not be made alive in Christ,” 
that “all will not be changed and put on 
unmortality.” It can never prove that the grave 
shall have the victory, or that the sting of death 
(which is sin the cause of misery) shall not be taken 
away; and that the effect, flowing always from the 
cause, shail continue to be ! 

Because God is able to destroy, it is not proved 
thathe will, Remark friendly reader, God’s power 
is here intimated and not his determination. But 
perhaps some, not calculating on this suggestion, will 
object. But Jet us ask if there are not numerons 
passages in the scriptures, which speak of God’s 
power to do, what he never did and never will 
perform 2 * God,” says the Evangelist, ‘is able of 
these stones to raise up children unto Abraham.” 
Does this prove that he did or will do this? Christ 
was said to be abie to command twelve legions of 
angels to save him from the murderous fury of his 
enemies ; but does this prove that he did do it? He 
gave his apostles power to say to this mountain, 
“be thou removed into the sea,” and it should be 
obedient. Yet we have no evidence that they ever 
exercised the power. So God is adle to destroy both 
soul and body. But as we before remarked, it does 
not prove he will doit. Now we know that God is 
able to destroy the souls and bodies of all men, but 
it is his will to nave all men saved, and he is able to 
execute his will, and “will do ail his pleasure.” 

ORIGEN. 














Poetrinal. 











FOR THE CHRISTIAN INTELLIGENCER. 


INFINITY OF SIN. 
Mr. Eviror—In a former number, I promised 
something further on the subject of the infinity of sin. 





thata hand or an eye can so offend as to require | My present remarks will relate to some support, which 


amputation or extraction, in order that after death, 
and alter the resurrection too, (when bone must 
come toits bone,) a part of the body may be made 
the “redeemed of the Lord.” . 

Matt. x. 28, “And fear not them which kill 
the body, but are not able to kill the soul, but rather 
fear him who is able to destroy both soul and body 
ia hell.” See also Luke x. 15, the same. We shall 
readily admit here, whatthe text so evidently asserts, 
that * God is able to destroy both soul and body in 
hell.” But our objectiontothe general understanding, 
will be that the word hell (gekenna) does not mean 
a place of fire in eternity, which everlastingly exists 


for the designed purpose of tormenting eternally the | 


spirits of men. We say the very face of the passage 
gives contradiction to such an idea. [tsays “ God ts 
able to pestTROY both soul and body.” Now admitting 
for the sake of argument, that because God is able 
he therefore will destroy the soul; does it require a 
place of etertial fire after the soul and body are 
destroyed 2 Certainly not. In order to have it agree 
with the common notion, it should read thus:— 
“ God is not only able, but he will (not destroy the 
soul but) keep it in eternal existence in everlasting 
burnings.” This would have given no room for 
doubt. Bot remark the language: ‘ God is able to 
destroy both soul and body,” no matter where, 
whether in a never-ending fire, in the grave, or in 
the fire of gehenna, the valley of Hinnom. Notice 
the comparison wade in the passage. Manis able 
to destroy, i. e. take away the existence of the body ; 
God is able to destroy not only the body, but also to 
destroy,i. e. take away the existence of the soul. 
There is no intimation of a never-ending life of 
misery made here. We do maintain that fo destroy 
never can mean to perpetuate existence, either in 


the scriptures are supposed to afford to the truth of 
this strange tenet. — It is certainly incumbent on the 
believer in revelation, to establish the truth of every 
point of doctrine, at least, every point on which be 
lavs much stress, by clear proof from the divine word. 
This is given as “a lamp to our path, and a light to 
our fee,” and where it leads, we may safely follow, 
and where it rests we may safely stop. Any article, 
in the numerous divisions and subdivisions of doc- 
trine of piety or inorality, to which the seriptures but 
indirectly aliude, or on which they are totally silent, 
ought not to be deemed very essential to the christian 
faith or practice. ‘Though true in itself, and possess- 
ing some relative importance, its reception or rejec- 
tion Cannot,with propriety, be supposed to have much 
influence upon our present welfare or our future des- 
unation, Ifthe doctrine of the infinity of sin be true, 
and if as many suppose, it be a fundamental article in 
ihe scheme of chiistianity,we may reasonably expect 
to find it disiinetly and unequivocally asserted in the 
oracles of truth. If it possess half the importance 
which modern system-makers have attached to it, we 
may unquestionably find it stated, both in the He- 
brew andChristian scriptures, not only frequently,but 
with a plainness which renders it intelligible to every 

capacity. The infinitely wise and benevolent God, 
certainly would not, in his word, touch but careless- 
ly, or be totally silent on an infinite subject intimately 
affecting his own glory, andthe endless good of his 
intelligent creation. Such a procedure would be a 

stigma on the divine character which neither time 

nor eternity could efface. But my readers have 

doubtless consulted their bibles with some diligence 

and care, and cay any one of them recollect any 

number of passages, which contain a, “ Thus saith 





the Lord,” in proatof the proper infinity of sin? J 


have made the scriptures my prineipal study for al- 
most twenty years, and F solemnly declare that I can 
vo where find this sentiment incuicated. A perfect 
safety therefore, is felt in rejecting it as altogether 
false and unscriptural. In this-entire and open re- 
jection, I am not under the least apprehension of ir- 
reverence to God, or of injury toman. This doctrine 
never has, and never can shed asingle ray upon the 
infinite loveliness of Jehovah. It never bas, and it 
never can advance, in the least degree, the moral in- 
terests of the humanrace. ‘It is good for nothing 
but to be cast out, and to be trodden under foot of 
men.” But still, the wisdom of this werld has at- 
tached so much importance to it, that U.should be 
willing to examine every passage of scripture, which 
is adduced in support of this senseless tradition ; but 
I recollect only one, which has been quoted with 
much assurance. This is Job, 22—5. “Is not thy 
wickedness great, and thine iniquities infinite?’ | } 
was not a little amused awhile since, with the trium- } 
phant air ofan orthodox clergyman in quoting this ' 
passage, as direct and plenary proof of “ the infinite 
evil ofsin.” He supposed the point proved beyond 
the power of contradiction, and appeared to be almost 
as much delighted as a saint would in contemplating s 
the infinite purity and glory of his Maker. Repeat- 
ing the text with peculiar emphasis, and flourishing 
his hand rhetorically, he asked withthe assurance ot 


one, who had completely vanquished his antagonist, bs 
“ What now will the opposer of this doctrine say = : 
Will he have the effrontery to contradict the Almigh- : 
ty ? to give God the lie direct? He says, in this ; 
portion of his word, that sin is infinite, and will any } 
one have the hardihood to say itts not?” But candid t 
reader, this watchman had eyes that did not see cor- b 
rectly, or a heart which did not understand what he e 
read. God does not say, in this passage, that sin is ti 
infinite. Please to open your bible, and read with L 
attention. * Is not thy wickedness great?” We ad- d 
mit that this interrogatory has the nature and force c. 
of a positive declaration. But then Eliphaz does not “ 
say, that Job’s wickedness, or sin, if you prefer the in 
erm, is tnfinite. [ie says itis great. Are great and B 
infinite synonymousterms ? Certainly theyare not. §& o 
Jov’s sin might be great, a second person’s greaie 0 
than his, another’s greatest of the three, and still ali ‘e 
ofthem might be immeasurably less than infinite ii 
But it may be said that the last clause of the passage pi 
comes directly to the point, ‘And thine intquities in- - 
finite 2” Here however, the word is iniquities in the 

plural, and the term infinile relates to the number,not iat 
to thedegree ofthem. His iniquities are said to be | 
numerically infinite, not substantially so. Eliphaz = 
refers Job to a variety of instances, as proof of the 

wultitude of his transgressions. “ For thou hast tak- 

ena pledge from thy brother for nought, and stripped 

the naked of their clothing. Thon hast not given 

water to the weary to drink, and thou hast withholden .) 
bread from the hungry. Thou hast sent widows a- rie 
way empty, and the arms of the fatherless have bee: im 
broken. And thou sayest, How doth God know: re] 
can he judge through the thick cloud?” These ca- thi 
ses are enumerated by Eliphaz, as a specimen of the pon 
manifold transgressions of Job, and no one can help oa 
perceiving that the word infinife applies to the num- jus 
ber and not to the magniiudeof them. Itis used in- to. 
stead of numerous or manifold. From this brief ex- —- 


amination of the passage, itis evident beyond all rea- 
sonable doubt, that it affords not the shadow of evi- 
dence to the truth of the infinitude of sin, or the 
consequent doctrine of eternal tormeut. The advo- 
cates of orthodoxy must find better ppoof than this 
passage affords, or they will certain] in their 
attempts to provethat sin is equal Maker, 
and equal it surely is, provided it ts 4 







Bat with the reflecting and candid, a text which is. 
used by the sacred writer to designate the number of 
Job’s transgressions, will weigh nothing when adduced 
to prove the infinity of moralevil. 1 have already said 
more upon this subject than was istended in the be- 
ginning of these remarks, but it onght further to be 
observed perhaps, that the word infinile in the passage 
we are examining, is not used ascording to its strict 





ISLS, 


lexicographical signification. ‘The expression is hyper- ce 
bolical; but is not an uncommon way of writing of vile 
speaking. low often, both in writing and in conver- vis 
sation, do we meet with the phrases, “infinite pleas- duhe 





ure,’”? * infinite pain,’ and where nothing more 1's 








sunclean productions of modern priestcraft and dishonesty. 










"Combination of impostors, whose pious frauds are as much 
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aS 
intended than that one event will afford greal pleasure 
and another greal pain? But we are in no danger of 
misunderstanding the import of such expressions. No 
one thinks of inferring the doctrine of proper infinitude 
from them. The inspired writers take the same liberty 
with Janguage. Whoever has examined the scripture 

with the at(ention which their importance demands, 
well knows that the same word is used in a variety of 
senses. In numberlees instances, we determine the 
import of an expression, not so much by its strict 
etymological meaning, as by the nature of the subject 
to which itis apphed. Was the word infinite, in the 
passage under consideration, applied to the degree, 
‘nstead of the number of iniquities of which Job was 
supposed to be guilty, it would not necessartly follow 
that sin, strict!y speaking, is anfinile. We know the 
word infinite, in the scriptures, is used in a restrained 
sense. In Nahum iii. 9, it is said, * Ethiopia and 
Egypt were her strength, and it was infinile’ Who 
ever thought of quoting this passage to prove that the 
power of fgypt and Ethiopia, wae, properly speaking, 
unlimited? We may adduce Nahum it. 9, as agother 
instance. The phrase, **none end,’ wight have been 
translated, infinite. But no one supposes that the 
treasures of Nivevah were, in strict: propriety of 
speech, ** without end.” They were great, but not 
properly speaking, infinite. But enough has beensaid 
to convince the unbiassed reader that sin, tho’ great, 
isa finite evil. It may be overcome. Ht will be over- 

come, for ** help is Jaid on One thatis mighty, to finish 

‘the transgression, and to make an end of sins.’ We 

know that ** Christ the Saviour of the world was man- 

ifested to take away our sins,”? and he will ** finish the 

work which the Father sent him todo. * He will 

subdue our iniquities.” Let the captives of iniquity, 

therefore, remember that they are stil} ** prisoners of 
hope, and flee to the strong hold.”” Let them speedily 

enlist under the banner of **the Captain of Salva- 

tion? ** He will save bis people from their sins.” 

Let every sinner determine, by the grace of his Re- 

deemer, immediately to break his fetters, to burst the 

cords which have beld him in servitude, and go 

* Jeaping and praising from the bondage of corruption 

into the glorious liberty of the children of God.” 

Believe not the disheartening, though groundless story 

of the infinity of your bands; but “let the wicked 

forsake his way,and the unrighteous man his thoughts ; 
let him turn unto the Lord, for he will have mercy up. 

on him, and unto our God, for he will abundantly 

pardon.” S. §. 
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BEWARE OF IMPOSTORS. 


\s a watchman on the walls of Zion, it becomes our 


hounden duty, to expose, and proclaim to the world, those | 


instances of eross and degrading dissimulation and 
imposture, which we discover in_ self-styled Orthodox 
rel'gionists. But we hope it will be distinctly understood, 
that in the discharge of this painful duty, we do not mean to 
include any of that profession, except those, who instigate or 
countenance, the low and contemptible artifices and intrigues, 
against which we stand forth, arrayed in the panoply of 
justice and truth. Such Calvinist christians as are friendly 


to religious toleration and free discussion, and would, unless | 


unwarily deceived, discountenance the conduct of the clerical 


dealers in religious forgery, and spurn upon those counterteit | 


Sermons or Tracts, which are issued from presses, devoted 
to theological purposes, do not, by any means, come under 
the severity of these animadversions. We allude to the 
authors, venders, distributors and patrons of the vile and 


our last, we detected the weak and clumsy attempt to 
eive, in the reported case of the State-Prison-hypocrite, 
was said to have professed to be a Universalist, while 
was atheart, a real brother of the mode rn * evangelicals.” 
ainful as the task is, we must now. expose a religious 


beneath that clerical abortion, as high-handed swindling and 
lotgery are more criminal, than fushionable—tattling. We 
allude to the circulation of certain pamplhiets or tracts, first 
published. at Portsmouth, (N. H.) entitled ** The Doctrine of 
Universal Salvation, &c. in a Sermon delivered at Newbury- 
port, Dec. 25, 1823. By a Doctor of the Sect.” (of Calyin- 
ists, as it should have been added.) 3eing held in uttei 
ontempt by most professors of religion, of every denomina- 
“On in the place, the infamous image of its author and 
‘unirers, would have been left unnoticed, had it not been 
vised, altered and enlarged, and presented in a form less 








But the wretched offspring of shameful pedigree was not 
permitted to perish in hapless orphanage. 
Joundling of a * Theological 
distance from Newburyport, and has been carefully nursed 
and piously educated,as the adopted illegitimate of a “daughter 
of the Mother of harlots.” 
ilaving compared the Tract or sermon, now before us, 


the** New-Fngland Tract Society,” we have no doubt out it 
was issued from thence, and was revised and altered “ by a 
Doctor of the Sect” of modern Calvinists. Happy should 
we be, in being authorized to inform the public to the 
contrary. But the style and composition in which it now 
appears, especially in the additions to the original, bear a 
striking resemblance to the writings of a famous Controver- 
sialist, who bas written of late, against Unitarians. If the 
miserable burlesque upon the angelic. proclamation, was 
revised and altered by some of the Professor's accurate 
imitators, he can authorise us to declare it to the world. 
Pitiably iznominious must that man, or numbei of men, be 
considered, who, for want of solid arguments azainst the 
doctrine of the angel of God,—* Fear not; for behold | 
bring vou good tidings of Great Joy, which shall be unto ALL 
PEOPLE,” descend to writeand publish, or re-compose and 
amend, such gibberish and ribaldry, with a design of bringing 
the doctrine into d'erepute. 

How humiliating itis to believe. that b/peds, having the 
faces of men, are bus'lw engaged in distributing that orthodox 
production, as though it was preached by a Universalist. 
Yea, how extremely so is it to learn, that men, professing * to 
seek the salvation of souls”——having the ** Cause of missions 
near their heart’”’—travelling through the State and country 
to distribute useful and evangelical acts aud painphlets— 
praying and exhorting with the external sanctity of the 
Jesuits, are imposing upen the superstitious and uninformed, 
these miserable counterfeits of all which is good, to poison 
their feelings yet more, against a doctrine, of which both are 
wholly ignorant. When we cousider that these travelling 
impostors and venders of forgeries, know that the pretended 
Sermon was not written by a Universalist, but by one of their 
own Sect—that nothing like itcan be found in those numerous 
sermons and publications which are extant—that their exer- 
tions are of a worse description than to be passing counterfeit 
bank notes-—that whoever would distribute the former, would, 
if they could doit with equal impunity, pass the latter-—that 
they are practising the lowest deceptions under a cloak of 
religion, to injure those, whose doctrine they dare not openly 
controvert, in what character do they appear, and how should 
they be treated? 

Our friendsare requested to take the names of those mis- 
sionary impostors and others, who distribute that sacrilegious 
‘Tractor sermon, thatthey may be published to the world, and 
receive their reward—-UNMINGLED CONT&MPT. 

eR Ge - 

Mr. Srrevrer--! have noticed that the Sth verse of the 2d 
Psalm, is frequently quoted by Universarian writers, as af- 
| fording evidence of the truth of their doctrine. But my neigh- 
bors are unwilling to admit the conclusion which is generally 
drawn from the text, because the very next verse, seems to 
teacn a different sentiment. Thus, ‘* Ask of me, and I will 
give thee the beathen for thine inheritance, and the uttermost 
| parts of the earth for thy possession.” So far, all will allow, 
| the inspired Psalmist appears to favor universal salvation. 
But then, what shall we do with the next verse? viz. “ Thou 
shalt break them with a rod of iron; thou shalt dash them in 
pieces like a potter’s vessel.’? Does not the last assertion, as 
| fully implythe final destruction or misery of some of the heath- 





| 
' 
; 
{ 
' 


j en, as the other does of the restoration of those who were given 
| to Christ, as his inheritance? If you will offer a few obser- 
vations, in illustration of the above passages, you wiil greatly 
| oblige many in this quarter; and, 1 have no doubt, rendei 
| yourself useful to most of your attentive readers. 
| Lewiston, Sept. 1823. 


REPLY. 
It is pleasing to learn that our friendly readers, in various 
| places, are willing to hear the objections of unbelievers, and 


| without entering into a violent controversy, which would be 
| likely to end in uncharitableness, submit those difficult and 
_ disputable points, to persons whose occupation and opportue 
nities, will render it convenient for them, to discuss and ex- 
plain them, in a more calm and satisfactory manner. We 
have several subjects, like the above, upon our table, to which 
we shall cheerfully attend, as we have leisure. It will afford 
us much pleasure to attempt plain and convincing solutions 
of such important questions. 

We shall not attempt to prove from the 8th verse of the 
2nd Psalm, that all mankind are included in the phrases | 
“ heathen, thine inheritance,” and “uttermost parts of the 
earth thy possession ; because it is very probable that the 
Jews, who were called * God's people,” and, as such entitled 
to the blessings promtsed through the Messiah, were not par- 
iiculasly intended; nor does the import of the inquiry, render 
it necessary. iNo candid inquirer, we may presume will deny 
the following facts, which are evidently supported by the pas- 


sage. 





‘vhovrent to every sense of civility, decency and honesty. 





It is the darling 
eminary,”” not a world’s 


entitled, ‘** Good Tidings of Great Joy: Or the Doctrine of 
Universal Salvation” &c. with pamphlets from the Press of 





1,. That the Lord Jesus, of whom it is said, “Thou art my 
Son; this day have I begotten thee,” is tne character who is 
to inherit the heathen, and possess the uttermost parts of the 
earth. 

2. This giving them to him as an inheritance and posses- 
sion, relates to his bringing them into a state of willing sub- 
jection to his government, as the king upon the holy hill of 
Zion. In the sense in which Jesus “ hath power over all 
flesh,” is * heir of all things,” and “ hath all things given in- 
to his hand,” both the heathen and the uttermost parts of the 
earth were his, as muchasthe Jews. But the Psalmist would 
be understood that the dominion of the promised Redeemer, 
was not to be limited to Israel, but should finally extend to 
the Gentile ends of the earth. 

3. It will be agreed on all hands that this benevolent ex 
tension of the Saviour’s kingdom, was according to the orig 
inal purpose of God; since it is said, in the preceding verse, 
“T will declare the decree”—having reference to the dominion 
of the Son. 

4, These facts being granted, we may safely ask the reader 
to consider, that the same “heathen and uttermost parts ot 
the earth,” are to be broken with a rod of iron, and dashed to 
pieces as a potter’s vessel. Thus, (omitting the words print- 
ed in ¢lalies, which were supplied by the translators,) Ask of 
me, and IT shall give the heathen, thine inheritance and the 
Thou shalt 


break them (the heathen, &c.) with a rod of iron, Ke. 


uttermost parts of the earth, thy possession. 
Now the 
careful inquirer cannot well avoid secing, that there is po in- 
timation of the final destruction of some of the heathen, and 
the restoration of others; because there is no such distine- 
tion mentioned. The whole of them are to be broken in 
pieces, that they may be subdued to Jesus 

The “rod of iron,” relates to the power of the Prince of 
Peace. Their being “ broken like a potter's vessel,” implies 
the utter overthrow of all idolatry, cruelty and wickedness, ¢o 
that they shall no more exist. Hence, when we are told that 
‘the kingdoms of this world, shall become the kingdom of our 
Lord,” we may safely infer the overthrow of these kingdoms 
>So we should express ourselves in relation to any government 
or people, however great the advantage they might derive 


from the change of condition. We should say, the Spanish 


Inquisition was utterly destroyed, if we knew that the Inanis- 
When the universal] 
triumph cf Jesus is set forth by St. Paul, it is said, “He hath 


itors had all become merciful christians. 
putall things under his feet.” They must first be abased, tha! 
they may be exalted. Asall men are called “ enemies io God 
by wicked works,” they must be humbled and subdued, before 
they cai see the salvation of God. Therefore, so far from 
implying the final misery of any, the text fully proves, that 
Jesus will inherit the heathen, and possess the uttermost parts 


of the earth, asa triumphant king, on the holy hill of Zion 


—_— ¢ oe 
NOTICE TO SUBSCRIBERS. 
While the Editor tenders his grateful acknowledgments ta 


his subscribers indiscriminately, peculiar gratitude is due to 
those, who bave made remittances for the preceding volume 
of this work. Butas much for the pee oe 5 and some for the 
first volume, remains yet unpaid to the Editor, it is conceived 
to be fair and friendly, to give this timely notice of the regu- 
lations which will be made in future. 

It will be taken for granted that subscribers who are iu 
ARREARS for the Ist and 2d volumes, are not able, or not cis- 
posed to render us our dues, which are very much ueeded. 
Therefore, no papers will be sent them atier the lou number, 
till arrearages at least, are actuatly paid. If papers should 
be discontinued to any who have paid to some Agent, and 
through mistake or otherwise, has not been paid over to the 
editor, they shall be continued again, on recetying timely in- 
formation. : 

pr Agents ta whom receipted Bills for the Ist and 2d 
volumes, have been sent for collection, are requested to make 
us early returns, and inform us in all cases, in which by death, 
removal, or ovcner causes, the dues are not collectable. thai 
we may govern ourselves accordingly in the dietri'ution of 
future numbers. ; 


Capt. Aaron Parsons is appointed our Agent for Buch field. 








FOR SALE AT THIS OFFICE, 
A few copies of the * Christian Intelligencer,” volumes 1 
and 2, bound together or separate. 
A few copies of * NOTES ON THE PARABLES.” by 
Hosea Batiow. 
A SERMON on the Parable of the Rich Man and Lazarus 
A SERMON on the Marriage of the King’s Son. 
A SERMON on the ‘*Spring Season of ‘the Gospel,” by 
Rey. Do!lphus Skinner, of Lanedon, N. H 
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POETRY. 


THE MORNING STAR. 
“Tam the root and the offspring of David, and the bright 
end morning Star.”-—Rev. xxii. 16. 


BENIGHTED on the troub’lous maim, 
While stormy terrors clothe the sky; 
The trembling voy’ger strives in vain, 
And nought but dark despair is nigh— 
When lo! a gem of peerless light, 
With radiant splendor shines afar; 
And through the clouds of darkest night, 
Appears the bright, and morning Star! 











With joy he greets the cheering ray, 

That beams on ocean’s weary breast : 
Precursor of a smiling day, 

It lulls his fears to peaceful rest— 
No more in peril doth he roam, 

For night and danger now are far: 
With steady helm he enters home, 

His guide, the, bright and morning Star! 


‘hus when affliction’s billows roll, 
And waves of sorrow and of sin, 
Beset the fearful, weeping soul, 
And allis dark and drear within— 
Fis Jesus whisp’ring strains of peace, 
Drives every doubt and fear afar: 
Iie bids the raging temptest cease, 
And cmiles the bright, and morning Star! 


. 











Polemical. 
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FOR THE CHRISTIAN INTELLIGENCER. 


“INFINITY OF SIN.” 

Mr. Svreevrer—Under the above head,a writer in 
the last number of your paper, undertakes to combat 
ihe proposition it contains.  Presuming, from the 
candor by which vou profess to be governed, that 
you ave willing to present vour readers with the 
vbjections Which can be) urged against the doctrine 
ol which you are a professed advocate,as well as those 
which can be adduced in its vindication, I haveteen 
induced to send you the following remarks: for 
inser.ion in the “Intelligencer.” Jt is only by 
proceeding inthis manner,that truth can be discovered 
or error detected. A publication conducted upon 
any other principles becomes a vehicle of prejudice 
and error, rather than of rmtelligence and truth, and 
is unworthy the support of a liberal, discriminating, 
and enlightened public, 

Your correspondent prefaces his arguments by 
several remarks, which, as they consist of bare 
asseruons, without any altempt to prove their 
correctness, I shall not undertake to controvert 
Nothing is more easy than to bestow upon any 
system, whether religious, moral, or political, the 
epithets of absurd, unphilosophical, &c. To the 
polishedGreeks the gospel of Cheist was ‘foolishness.’ 
He then proceeds to state the arguments vy which 
sin is proved to be an infinite evil. He denies the 
correctness of the conclusions that sin is an infinite 
evil, because committed against a being of infinite 
holiness and goodness. But in what manner does 
he attempt to prove, that this ts not, to use his owo 
expression, “a natural conclysion 2?” By the following 
examples, which, to say the least, are not very 
appropriate. “Ts it certain,” said be, “that a man 
would be in love with gall, if He cid not believe the 
quantity of itto be infinite?” ‘To this query we 
may reply that persons are to be found why are “ in 
love with,” to use this writer’s expression, many 


things, without reflecting either on the nature of 


those things, or the consequences which will 
mfallibly resalt from an attachment to them, and 
that in support of the truth of this assertion, daily 
experience furnishes us with many facts. “Ts it 
certain,” continues he, “that we are in love with 
orthodoxy if we believe thit the errors and mischiefs 
which it produces in society are not infinite but 
limited?” For my own part, Mr. Editor, I must 
confess that my perception is so dull that lam unable to 
discover the justice of such a comparison, even on the 
supposition that * orthodoxy,” as your correspondent 
te;as i, actually teems with “mischiefs” of ten 
times the magnitude he assigns them. It would not 
thence follow that sin, is not an evil of infinite 
magnitude, either directly or indirectly. 


Let us now inquire what arguments he produces 
in proof of the correctness of his proposition that 
sin is not an infinite evil, “It is the transgression 
of the law by a frail mortal. It is the aet of a finite 
dependant creature,and theresre cannot be infinite.” 
Had your correspondent called to mind a maxim in 
that ‘ phiiosophy” of which he professes to possess a 
knowledge, he would not have drawn the last 
mentioned conclusion. ‘The maxim to which I refer 
is the following, viz. that a course of reasoning 
proving too much, proves, in fact, nothing. Now if 
sin cannot be an infinite evil, because committed by 
a finite being, it certainly cannot be a_ finite evil, 
because committed against an infinite being. We 
are not, therefore, as certain of the correctness of 
your correspondent’s conclusion as “that an ounce 
does not weigh a ton, or that two and two are nota 
thousand.” 

Your correspondent concludes his remarks by 
laying down the following propositions, which, from 
the confidence with which he advances them, one 
would suppose that he considered them unanswerable. 
To the first of those propositions, a reply has been 
already made. A farther reply to it will also be 
attempted by your permission ina future paper. To 
the second, that “ sin is not infinite, because exceeded 
by grace,”in support of which the words of an 
apostle are cited, “* Where sin abounded, grace 
might much more abound,” I would reply, that the 
inspired writer, in the foregoing passage, speaks of 
the extension of sin, and not of its nature, and is, 
therefore, cited to no purpose. The apostle refers 
to one subject, “S. S.” to another. His third 
proposition, is, confess, one of the most plausible 
arguments I ever saw advanced,in support of the 
doctrine he defends. Formidable as is this objection, 
it isnot, however, insuperable. Sin is not infinite 
because it can be effectually done away. Behola 
the Lamb of God thai taketh away the sin of the 
world.” But, before he advanced the above 
proposition, he should have considered in what sense 
sin is said to be an infinite evil. He should have 
recollected another maxiin in philosophy, that an 
aciion may be one thing in itself, and another by 
accident. Sin is oot, it is granted, an infinite evil in 
itself, because it must in that case be an eternal evil, 
and must therefore always exist. For infinity 
involves eternity. But though sin, may not be, in 
itself, an evil of an infinite nature, it may be, and 
actually is such by the circumstance of its being 
committed against an infinitely wise and holy being, 
whom all are bound to love, fear, honor and obey. 

If Mr. Editor, to the foregoing remarks, any reply 
should be made, which may furnish a fair and solid 
refutation of the arguments they contain, I trust you 
will find that I am open to conviction, and am ready 
to retract any mistakes-into which I may have fallen, 
should sufficient evidence be produced in proof that 
iny present impressions are erroneous. 

fam, Mr. Editor, your obed’t servant, T. 














Morality. 

SLANDER. 

In that class of vices, which are supposed to be of 
a lighter shade, and not within the circle of legal 
cries. there are many which have a most mischiev- 
ous influence on society, because they are little offen- 
ces. Acts of open and daring enormity, which vio- 
late defined rights, fall under the scourge of the law, 
and the rebukes ef the pulpit. But there are a mul- 
titude of the former grade, which are too slippery for 
ihe grasp of justice, and seem to be deemed * beneath 
the gravity of the sacred desk.” ‘These can be re- 
pressed only by the influence of public opinion, and 
that healthy tone of moral feeling, which gives life 
and sanction’to the laws of decorum. 

In this class of vices, there is perhaps no one, which 
indicates so foul a purpose, and sheds so much mise- 
ry upon socieiy, as SLANDER; and though it makes 
a title in the civil code, it is indeed little else bat a 
title ; for its supposed insignificance, and its Protean 
nature, give it an almost total impunity. ‘This of- 
fence betrays a malignity and turpitude of heart, 
which throws a peculiarly mean and odious species 
of guilt upon its authors. The slanderer has not 
only no excuse, but no pretext. For most other 











vices, some miserable inducemont may be conjectur- 
ed. The drunkard is urged to his fatal potations to 
slake a thirst, which long habit has made tormenting. 
The profane pour out curses to give spirit and em. 
phasis to the stale and vapid jargon of an empty head. 
The thief pleads necessity. But the backbiter is 
stripped of all pretext, which would not aggravate 
his guilt. He cannot plead even the base purpose of 
revenge ; for he does not confine his attacks (o his 
enemies. Nor does he select the low and worthless 
character. Slander cannot fastenupon guilt, and 
will not, on simple worthlessness. Merit is its cho- 
sen prey. The more pure and elevated the reputa- 
tion, the deeper is its shaft dipped in poison, and the 
more distinct is its deadly aim. 

Slander is also a coward vice. The backbiter is 
an assassin. “He attacks his victim inthe rear—-in 
the dark, defeneeless. He strikes a blow, which can 
neither be parried or repelled. The arrow of scan- 
daljwhich wounds wherever it flies; which pierces 
the heart, and drinks the life blood ; is shot from a 
hiding place ; and the malignant archer has burrow. 
ed too deep to be ferreted from his covert. What 
doom would be severe for the wretch, who should 
lurk in ambush, to hurl poisoned darts at random 
upon a multitude? ‘We startle at the mention of a 
deed so diabolical, and a spontaneous curse thrills 
through the soul. Yet what dart is so poisonous, 
so fatal, so pathless, as that of defamation ? Let him 
who enjoys an untarnished reputation, measure its 
value and fix its price, and say what on earth is its 
equivalent. ‘Goldis indeed “ trash in comparison.” 
Without it, the world is a waste and existence a bur- 
den. Nothing but the sting of conscious guilt can 
plant so keen a pang inthe heart as the stigma of it, 
and the courage that can dare the cannon’s mouth, 
shrinks at the finger of public scorn. The heart of 
an honorable man despoiied of a treasure so priceless 
is * a living and gushing fountain of agony.” He 
feels more than the bitterness of death, without the 
mercy that death brings to the wretched. Life is a 
load he would gladly lay down; the grave a refuge, 
where he would rejoice to hide his sorrows. What 
must be the slanderer’s motive for inflicting this 
deadly wound ? There is but one—a motive low as 
perdition—foul as guilt—biack as despair. It ts 
fiend-like to rejoice in another’s wo.—Salem Gaz. 


—— + a 


AN EXTRACT. 
“The kingdom of God cometh not with observation.” 


By the kingdom of God in the text we understand 
the gospel. The coming of their Messiah in the 
prophecies and traditions of the Jews, was denomi- 
nated the kingdom of God. It was expected that he 
would assume the character of an earthly prince. 
Although the dispensation, which Jesus introduced, 
was entirely different from their anticipations, yet he 
adopts the language of the times, and speaks of his 
religion as the kingdom of God. This language was 
appropriate ; Lecause the gospel promulgates the 
laws of God, and claims obedience to him as the 
only sovereign. When Jesus then asserts, that the 
kingdom of God is within mankind, he means that 
the authority which his religion aims to establish, is 
not over persons, but the hearts of men; to enlight 
en the understanding ; to scatter the darkness of 
error and superstition ; to mould the temper into be- 
nevolence, and to establish in the heart the reign of 
truth and holiness. And when he adds, that his 
kingdom cometh not with observation, he intends 
only, that the progress of his religion, in other words 
the progress of truth and virtue, will be silent, grad- 
ual, and often unperceived; and that it will ne 
extend itself, like the kingdoms of the world, wit 
parade, and noise, and external distinctions. Thes 
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traits in the character of religion deserve attention.— 
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